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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This final office action is in response to the amendment filed 6 September 2005. 

2. Claims 1-9, 11-13, 15-16, 18-20, 22-24, 26-30 are pending. Claims 1,12, and 22 
are independent claims. The rejection of claims 1-9, 11-13, 15-16, 18-20, 22-24, 26-30 
under 35 U.S.C. 102 and 103 are withdrawn as necessitated by the amendment. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1,12, and 22 objected to because of the following informalities: The claim 
recites that "at least one compliant database field may have a plurality of field values 
(claim 1 , line 4, emphasis added)" and "fields that may be used (claim 1 , line 1 1 , 
emphasis added). These limitations do not require that the limitations occur, simply that 
they "may" occur. Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-9,11 -1 3, 1 5-1 6, 1 8-24, 26-27 and 29 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Maxwell et al. (US 6589290, filed 29 October 
1999, hereafter Maxwell) and further in view of Pennell et al. (US 6910179, filed 9 
November 1999, hereafter Pennell). 
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As per independent claim 1 , Maxwell discloses a method for inserting data into 
an electronic form having at least one field that is complaint with a standard, the method 
comprising: 

• Providing a data storage location having at least one field that is complaint with 
the standard, wherein at least one complaint field may have a plurality of field 
values (column 9, line 36- column 10, line 8) 

• Providing a set of rules that select one field value from each compliant database 
field having a plurality of field values (column 12, lines 51-63) 

• Applying the set of rules to select one field value from each complaint data 
storage location having a plurality of field values (column 13, line 29- column 14, 
line 18) 

• Matching each compliant data storage location field with the corresponding 
compliant form field (column 14, line 19-28) 

• Inserting each selected field value into the corresponding compliant form field 
(column 14, lines 29-41) 

• Wherein the standard is a protocol extension that specifies the fields that may be 
used in the electronic form and in the database (column 14, line 62- column 15, 
line 32) 

• Whereby a completed form is created (column 8, lines 40-55) 

Maxwell fails to specifically disclose storing data within a database. However, Pennell 
discloses storing form filling data in a database (column 2, line 61- column 3, line 6). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's 
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invention to have combined Maxwell's method with Pennell's method, since it would 
have allowed a user an organized method for storing user data. 

As per dependent claim 2, Maxwell and Pennell disclose the limitations similar to 
those in claim 1, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Maxwell further 
discloses the method further comprising responsive to application of a rule from the set 
of rules and selection of a field value, changing values in other related fields (column 
14, lines 29-41; column 10, lines 9-29: Here, based upon the rules applied, related fields 
are similarly filled). 

As per dependent claim 3, Maxwell and Pennell disclose the limitations similar to 
those in claim 1, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Maxwell further 
discloses the method further comprising receiving the electronic form from a requester 
(column 18, lines 35-49: Here, when a user purchases an item, the presentation of a 
form requiring user information is a request for information from a requester). 

As per dependent claim 4, Maxwell and Pennell disclose the limitations similar to 
those in claim 3, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Maxwell further 
discloses the method further comprising providing a network as a conduit for receiving 
the electronic form from the requester (column 12, lines 19-50). 

As per dependent claim 5, Maxwell and Pennell disclose the limitations similar to 
those in claim 1, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Maxwell further 
discloses the method further comprising transmitting the completed form across a 
network (column 20, lines 3-24). 
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As per dependent claim 6, Maxwell and Pennell disclose the limitations similar to 
those in claim 1, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Maxwell further 
discloses the method further comprising: 

• Displaying the plurality of field values in at least one complaint field having a 
plurality of field values (column 10, lines 9-29) 

• Selecting one of the field values so that the selected field value is inserted into 
the corresponding compliant form field (column 10, lines 9-39) 

As per dependent claim 7, Maxwell and Pennell disclose the limitations similar to 
those in claim 1, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Maxwell further 
discloses providing at least one flag in the electronic form so that the flag determines 
which field value the rules select from each compliant database field having a plurality 
of field values (column 12, line 64- column 13, line 14: Here, the control type description 
specifies what form of data to use in filling the form). 

As per dependent claim 8, Maxwell and Pennell disclose the limitations similar to 
those in claim 1, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Maxwell further 
discloses the method wherein the set of rules further resolve conflicts that may arise 
among fields (column 12, line 51- column 13, line 28: Here, the data type required to fill 
a field resolves conflicts between data fields). 

As per dependent claim 9, Maxwell and Pennell disclose the limitations similar to 
those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Maxwell further 
discloses the method further comprising transmitting the electronic form to a requestor 
(column 18, lines 35-49). 
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As per dependent claim 1 1 , Maxwell and Pennell disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Maxwell further 
discloses the method further comprising determining whether each selected field value 
inserted into the completed form is acceptable (column 13, lines 29-58: Here, the 
information entered may be verified to ensure that it complies with the rules of the form). 

As per independent claim 12, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to 
those in claim 1. Claim 12 is similarly rejected. 

As per dependent claim 13, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those 
in claim 2. Claim 13 is similarly rejected. 

As per dependent claim 15, Maxwell and Pennell disclose the limitations similar to those 
in claim 12, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Maxwell further discloses 
wherein the electronic form further comprises at least one flag assigning at least one 
complaint form field to a first category (column 12, line 64- column 13, line 14), and the 
computer program further comprises: 

• Means for assigning a second category to at least one field value in each 
complaint data storage location filed having a plurality of field values (column 9, 
line 50- column 10, line 35: Here, the data is categorically sorted) 

• Means for comparing the first category with the second category (column 12, line 
51- column 13, line 28: Here, the categories of data relates to the type of 
information that may be filled with the data) 

• If the first category is equivalent to the second category, means for inserting each 
field value assigned to the second category into each compliant form field 
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assigned to the first category (column 12, line 51- column 13, line 28: Here 
depending upon the type of data required by the control type description, the 
forms are filled) 

As per dependent claim 16, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those 
in claim 8. Claim 16 is similarly rejected. 

As per dependent claim 18, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those 
in claim 9. Claim 18 is similarly rejected. 

As per dependent claim 19, Maxwell and Pennell disclose the limitations similar 
to those in clam 12, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Maxwell further 
discloses the method further comprising: 

• Means for displaying the plurality of field values in at least one compliant data 
storage location field having a plurality of field values (column 13, lines 29-39) 

• Means for inserting the selected field value into the corresponding compliant form 
filed (column 13, lines 29-39; column 14, lines 29-41) 

• Means for changing at least one other field value associated with a field of the 
electronic form (column 13, lines 29-39: Here, a user can override the form-filling 
algorithm by dragging and dropping information into the form fields) 

As per dependent claim 20, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those 
in claim 11. Claim 20 is similarly rejected. 

As per independent claim 22, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to 
those in claim 1 . Maxwell further discloses wherein the first computer is a client 
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computer and the second computer is a remote computer containing forms (column 9, 
lines 37-61 ; column 1 1 , line 57- column 1 2, line 50). 

As per dependent claim 23, Maxwell and Pennell disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 22, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Maxwell further 
discloses a display device coupled to the controller, wherein the controller is further 
operable to display the electronic form and at least one field value from each compliant 
data storage location field having a plurality of field values (column 19, line 9- column 
20, line 24; column 10, lines 9-29). 

As per dependent claim 24, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those 
in claim 6. Claim 24 is similarly rejected. 

As per dependent claim 26, Maxwell and Pennell disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 24, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Maxwell further 
discloses the method wherein the controller is further operable to change at least one 
field value in a second data storage location field in response to the selection of a field 
value from the first compliant data storage location field (column 13, lines 29-39). 

As per dependent claim 27, Maxwell and Pennell disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 26, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Maxwell further 
discloses the controller operable to transfer the completed form from the first storage 
device to the second storage device through the communications medium (column 20, 
lines 3-17). 

As per dependent claim 29, Maxwell and Pennell disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 12, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Maxwell further 
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discloses wherein the electronic form further comprises at least one flag assigning at 
least one complaint form field to a first category (column 12, line 64- column 13, line 
14), and the computer program further comprises: 

• Means for displaying the plurality of field values in at least one compliant data 
storage location field having a plurality of field values (column 13, lines 29-39) 

• Means for a user to select a field value from the first compliant data storage 
location field having a plurality of field values (column 13, lines 29-39) 

• Means for changing a field value in a second compliant data storage location 
field in response to the user selecting a field value in the firs compliant data 
storage location field (column 13, lines 29-58: Here, the completed forms that a 
user fills in, are tracked and changes to field values are stored) 

• Means for assigning a second category to at least one field value in each 
complaint data storage location filed having a plurality of field values (column 9, 
line 50- column 10, line 35: Here, the data is categorically sorted) 

• Means for comparing the first category with the second category (column 12, line 
51- column 13, line 28: Here, the categories of data relates to the type of 
information that may be filled with the data) 

• If the first category is equivalent to the second category, means for inserting each 
field value assigned to the second category into each compliant form field 
assigned to the first category (column 12, line 51- column 13, line 28: Here 
depending upon the type of data required by the control type description, the 
forms are filled) 
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• Means for transmitting the completed electronic form to a requester (column 1 8, 
lines 35-49) 

6. Claims 28 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Maxwell and Pennell and further in view of Higley (US 6065048, filed 29 October 
1997). 

As per dependent claim 28, Maxwell and Pennell disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 12, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Maxwell fails to 
specifically disclose use of a MIME protocol. However, Higley discloses use of a MIME 
protocol (column 6, lines 49-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Maxwell and Penneirs program product with 
Higley's program product, since it would have allowed a user to incorporate a standard 
protocol into data transfer. 

As per dependent claim 30, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those 
in claim 28. Claim 30 is similarly rejected. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to the pending claims have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

The applicant's amendment have changed the scope of the claims and 
distinguished the claims over the prior art of record. However, the examiner has applied 
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the Maxwell and Pennell, and the combination of the two in conjunction with the Higley 
reference in order to address the amended claim limitations. 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kyle R. Stork whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
4130. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:00-4:30). 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571 ) 272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Kyle Stork 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 21 78 
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